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oe Cap Beezley called me up on the telephone the day before 


yesterday to talk with me about my views on the John Birch Society, 
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We were halfway through a conversation when I was interrupted by 


isi Goce ceeaid the production manager, who was engaged in putting the Bulletin to 
leshedtRG . ‘. - bed. I was te call him back but could not do so, as I had to catch 
Tree el . a a train for Hartford. 
nH ake btn Mr. Beazley told me that he had heard that I had been 


deregaiing the John Birch Society; moreover, that he had not had this information 
from you, but —_ someone else, and that he very mch hoped you did not know what. 
he knew as you would be very alarmed and very hurt. 

I told him what I now tel) you: that inquiries we receive 
in this office with respect to the John Birch Society I answer as follows: 1) There 
ie definitely a need for a conservative pressure organization like the John Birch 
Society; 2) I have known for years and am personally fond of the director of the John 
Birch Society, Mr, Robert Welch; and 3) there is, however, a critical difference in 
the analysis he and the editomof National Review make of contemporary affairs. That 
is all, 

I went further--as I told Cap Beesley--with Adolphe Menjou 
wien he came to my office and told me he had resigned as a sponsor of the John Birch 
Society upon hearing that the news had been publicized, while he was in Europe, of the 
analysis you make in The Politician, He asked me if I would have done the same thing, 
and I told him yes, I would have. I told him that when your book was first sent to me 
several years ago, I wrote you immediately to tell you that T did not subseribe to your 


analysis. 
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Mr. beezley reminced me that he has contributed money to National Review, 
anc | reminded him tiat you have contributed, indeed much more heavily than he, to 
National Review, and that I am grateful te both of you for it. but National Review ts 
not for sale, any more than the John Birch Soclety is, and I mist stick oy my vosition, 
namely, that | am prefoundly convinced that vou misread American affairs by sugpesting, 
as you publicly suggested in Stamford a few months ago, that the povernment of the 
United States is under onerative contro) of the Tormmmnist Party ! the ‘Int ted States, 

Tne question arises: how grave are cur differences? [ would say they are 
Very grave indeed, You have a popular front attitude towarda conservatism which I do 


not share, For instance, you are willine to coonerate with the American Mercury 


shich in my mind is a considerable liability to the conservative cause; while I am 

nat. And T do not want te pretend ta you, with whom 1 have always dealt frankly, that 

| consider these differences between us as less than critical, or that under tne circum 
stances I fesl they cre so trivial as not to be worth mentioning to peonle woe address 
an inquiry to me, in all] pood faith, about the Jconn Biren Scociety. I have been very 
cach disappcinted by recent events affecting my friendship with Revilo Oliver. He was 
oerfectly willing to associate with anti-Semites and nuts in behalf of a common cause - 
men with whom he personally disayreec, fe teld me on many occasions, Hut when I ven- 
tured to disagree with fiim on the question whether he should pubiiely associate with 
those people and continue to be listed on the masthead of National Review, he immediate- 
ly struck me off his list of friends. In other words, it is all] right for the crackpots 
to disagree with him, but it is not all right for me to do so, 

I do hope that in your case our personal relaticnshin will net deteriorate, 
however openly it may from time to time be necessary to ventilate our differences - as 
for instance we did on the matter of Pasternak, I say again and finally that I belteve 
your assumptions abcut the root ceuse of America’s difficulties are false and mislead- 


ing, and T expect to gay as much to anyone who asks me; just as I would not be surprised 
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nor chagrinec if you say ag smch to anyone who asks you about the oremises of 
National Review, 


Yours most sincerely, 


am. F. Buckley, Jr. 
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Belmont 74, Massachusetts 
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